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Mr. Speaker, | wonder if an American
consul official would go to a State offi-
cial in Mexico or Canada and say would
you please help me help people that are
here illegally violate the Federal law,
would you please help us. Well, there
would be an international incident.
The governments of Mexico and Canada
would file a protest saying what are
your consuls doing in my country try-
ing to get people to break the law.
That is exactly what is happening in
America. Yet we have taken no action
against it.
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We have not even filed a protest. In
fact, we do not want this to be known.
It is happening in State after State.
Colorado, my State, to its great credit,
has passed through the House and
through at least one committee in the
Senate a bill to ban any acceptance of
the matricular consular by the State
and any local entity in Colorado. I
hope States throughout the United
States take this example and move for-
ward quickly. | have introduced legis-
lation to stop the Federal Government
from doing this. Why would there even
be opposition to this? Why would we be
saying that we would accept for identi-
fication purposes anything but a U.S.
or State government issued document?
But we are doing it to accommodate il-
legal immigrants into this country be-
cause, Mr. Speaker, that is the only
people that in fact need this card. The
only people who need a card for identi-
fication purposes are people who are
here illegally. Otherwise, you have
something from our government. It is
called, as | say, a green card or a visa.
But if you are here illegally, you do
not have that so you need this other
card, and we are accommodating that.
States and cities are doing it. Even the
Federal Government is abetting it be-
cause we have not spoken out against
it. We have not demanded that the
Mexican consul stop this activity.

The State House in Washington last
week, | think, passed a bill giving
instate tuition. If Washington goes
ahead, they will join several other
States, Utah, Texas, California, | can-
not remember, | think there is another
State, that have done that. | wonder if
they recognize, and, by the way, this is
something | hope that they hear, Mr.
Speaker, that in 1996 this Congress
passed a law saying that if any State
does that, if they give instate tuition
to illegal residents in this country,
then they have to give that same rate
to everybody who applies, all outstate
applicants have to be given the rate
that they give to an illegal alien apply-
ing. So that will end outstate tuition
for anybody wanting to go to Utah,
California, Texas and Washington, any-
body in the United States who chooses
to leave their State and apply to any of
these States for college; and if they are
told that their costs are going to be
much higher than the State resident,
they could sue. | would certainly en-
courage them to do so because, of
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course, this is an activity that is de-
signed to thwart the will of the Con-
gress and the Nation.

How many immigration systems are
we going to run in this country? And
they are given driver’s licenses and
they are out lobbying for this. And ev-
erybody will say, But these people are
just coming for jobs. Come on. It is
good for the country. No, Mr. Speaker,
there are major, negative implications
to massive illegal immigration. Where
are the ears to hear this? Why have we
not as a body risen up and reflected the
will of our constituents and demanded
that these governments stop trying to
infiltrate into the United States, stop
trying to send their people in here ille-
gally? There is a process to come into
the United States legally. It is not the
act of a friendly nation to encourage
people to come across our borders ille-
gally.

Michelle Malkin, | cannot say enough
about her as an author and observer of
the political scene, has written a book
called “Invasion’ to describe this phe-
nomenon, and it is an invasion. It is
the accurate word to describe what is
happening to us. In order to stop it, we
need to put our military on our borders
to defend our Nation against this inva-
sion. | do not know, Mr. Speaker, how
we can look our constituents in the
eye, any of us, when we go home if we
have not done everything possible to
defend the country. That includes
using the military assets of this coun-
try for that purpose.

We do not have to place people arm
in arm across the border. Technology
now allows us to, in fact, monitor large
tracts of land, be able to address the
issue when it occurs, someone crossing
a border; we have sensors that can
identify a person as opposed to a deer
or an animal coming across. We have
drones, unmanned aerial vehicles we
can use on our borders. I have seen it
work. We tried it on the northern bor-
der for a 2-week stint, 100 Marines
using three drones and two radar sta-
tions controlling 100 miles of border in
some of the most rugged areas of the
country. We can do it. It is not an issue
of resources. People will say, it just
costs too much. A Member of the other
body indicated, and he is from Arizona,
that we could not put troops on our
borders because we are about to go to
war. | would suggest that there is a
problem there, because we are at war
in a way, in his own State, | should
say. Therefore, those troops could be, |
think, appropriately used there.

Mr. Speaker, this is an issue that |
know is uncomfortable for many to
deal with; but it is nonetheless a real
issue, something that needs to be dealt
with by this body and by the American
people. | appreciate the time that has
been given me this evening to bring it
to the attention of this body.

——
ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
BisHop of Utah). The Chair reminds the
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body that characterizations of Mem-
bers of the other body in this Capitol
should not be used in debate.

———
LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to:

Mr. BECERRA (at the request of Ms.
PELoOsI) for today on account of per-
sonal business.

Mr. SNYDER (at the request of Ms.
PELOsI) for today and the balance of
the week on account of medical rea-
sons.

—————

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Ms. JACKSON-LEE of Texas) to
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. ANDREWS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mrs. MALONEY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. HOEFFEL, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. GREEN of Texas, for 5 minutes,
today.

Mr. EDWARDS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. MEeek of Florida, for 5 minutes,
today.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. FRANKs of Arizona) to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material:)

Mr. HENSARLING, for
March 5.

Mr. OSBORNE, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. PAauL, for 5 minutes, March 5.

Mr. GINGREY, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BURGESS, for 5 minutes, today.

Mr. BEAUPREZ, for 5 minutes, March
5.

(The following Member (at his own
request) to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial:)

Mr. PAUL, for 5 minutes, today.

——

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

Mr. BERMAN, and to include therein
extraneous material, notwithstanding
the fact that it exceeds two pages of
the RECORD and is estimated by the
Public Printer to cost $1,970.

————
ADJOURNMENT

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, | move
that the House do now adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 10 o’clock and 48 minutes
p.m.), the House adjourned until to-
morrow, Wednesday, March 5, 2003, at
10 a.m.

5 minutes,

————

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC.

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:
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